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and experiences of the phylogenetic succession. Hence
the newly-born brain or function-system is an ancient
instrument, prepared for quite definite ends; it is not
merely a passive, apperceptive instrument, but is also in
active command of experience outside itself, forcing
certain conclusions or judgments. These adjustments are
not merely accidental or arbitrary happenings, but adhere
to strictly preformed conditions, which are not transmitted,
as are perception-contents, through experience, but are
a priori conditions of apprehension. They are ideas ante
rem, form-determinants, basic lines engraven a priori,
assigning a definite formation to the stuff of experience;
so that we may regard them as images (as Plato also
conceived them), as schemata as it were, or inherited
.function - possibilities, which, moreover, exclude other
possibilities, or, at all events, restrict them to a great
extent This explains why even phantasy, the freest
activity of the mind, can never roam in the infinite (albeit,
so the poet senses it), but remains bound to the preformed
possibilities, the primordial images or archetypes. In the
similarity of their motives, .the fairy-tales of the most
remote peoples show this binding connection to certain
root-images. The very images which underlie scientific
theories reveal this inherent restrictiveness; for example,
ether, energy, its transformations and its constancy, the
atomic theory, affinity, and so forth.
Just as the sense-given representation prevails in, and
gives direction to, the concretely thinking mind, so the
contentless, and therefore unrepresentable, archetype is
paramount in the mind that thinks abstractly. It remains
relatively inactive, so long as the object is felt-into and
thus raised to the determining factor of thought. But,
when the object is not felt-into, and thus deprived of
its priority in the mental process, the energy thus denied
to.it returns again into the subject The subject is un-